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Appendix U -
Stream Temperature and

Turbidity Data
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Table U-1. CSNM Stream Temperature 1 Monitoring Sites in Jenny Creek Watershed

Hydrologic Unit
Code2

Site
Code

Site Location Agency/
Organization3

18 01 02 06 03 01 SDAL Soda Creek above confluence with Grizzly Creek FOG/BLM

18 01 02 06 03 01 JNYU Jenny Creek above Johnson Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 03 JNSL Johnson Creek above Jenny Creek FOG

18 01 02 06 03 04 JNYM Jenny Creek above Beaver Creek BLM 4

18 01 02 06 03 04 BVRL Beaver Creek above Corral Creek BLM 4

18 01 02 06 03 04 CRLL Corral Creek @ confluence with Beaver Creek BLM 4

18 01 02 06 03 05 KNPS Keene Creek below Parsnip Springs FOG/BLM

18 01 02 06 03 05 KNAS Keene Creek above South Fork Keene Creek FOG/BLM

18 01 02 06 03 05 KNSF South Fork Keene Creek @ confluence with Keene Creek FOG/BLM

18 01 02 06 03 05 MILF Mill Creek approx. 0.5 mi. above Keene Creek FOG

18 01 02 06 03 05 LINL Lincoln Creek above confluence with Keene Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 05 LINF Lincoln Creek above confluence with Keene Creek FOG

18 01 02 06 03 05 BXDW Keene Creek below Lincoln Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXON Jenny Creek below Keene Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 PARK Parker Creek above Jenny Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO1 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 1 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO2 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 2 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO3 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 3 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO4 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 4 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO5 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 5 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO6 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 6 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXO7 Jenny Creek above Oregon Gulch @ Box O Ranch Reach 7 BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 ORE2 Oreon Gulch @ Box O Ranch west boundary BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 OREG Oregon Gulch above Jenny Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 BXOS Jenny Creek below Oregon Gulch BLM

18 01 02 06 03 06 LWRX Jenny Creek below Spring Creek BLM

1/ Stream temperatures monitored with data loggers.

2/ See Table 2-7.

3/ BLM = Bureau of Land Management, Medford District; FOG = Friends of the Greensprings.
4/ 1999 temperature data was collected by FOG.
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Table U-2. CSNM Summer Stream Temperature Monitoring Data for Jenny Creek
Watershed

Site
Code1

7 Day Ave. Max. Temp. (oF)
(# Times 7 Day Ave. Max. > 64oF)

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 20002

SDAL 61.8

 (0)

JNYU 71.0

 (49)

73.9

 (59)

73.3

(77)

74.2

(77)

71.0

(69)

73.3

(53)

JNSL 68.8 

(29)

JNYM 81.2

 (108)

79.2

 (87)

77.5

 (85)

78.8

(80)

75.1

(70)

77.2

(53)

BVRL 75.2

 (68)

73.3

 (61)

69.9

 (50)

73.0

 (66)

74.7

 (84)

76.9

(87)

73.8

(77)

76.2

(54)

CRLL 81.1

 (88)

76.7

 (63)

74.9

 (45)

80.9

 (85)

78.3

 (87)

79.7

(91)

75.9

(65)

79.0

(59)

KNPS 49.1

 (0)

KNAS 63.4

 (0)

KNSF 66.8

 (37)

69.6

(35)

MILF 69.7

(57)

LINL 70.9

 (13)

LINF 72.1

(34)

BXDW 63.6

 (0)

67.1

 (29)

69.0

 (47)

69.7

(48)

66.2

(20)

67.8

(43)

BXON 77.8

(81)

74.7

 (19)3

75.5

(90)

72.0

(73)

71.9

 (69)

75.8

 (77)

76.4

 (86)

75.4

(81)

72.4

(70)

75.7

(84)

PARK 67.2

(29)

63.5

(0)

67.0

(25)

BXO1 74.8

(80)

76.8

(82)

72.6

(70)

76.2

(85)

BXO2 76.5

 (79)

77.2

(81)

73.0

(70)

76.3

(85)
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Table U-2. CSNM Summer Stream Temperature Monitoring Data for Jenny Creek
Watershed

Site
Code1

7 Day Ave. Max. Temp. (oF)
(# Times 7 Day Ave. Max. > 64oF)

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 20002

BXO3 76.8

 (79)

78.0

(83)

73.5

(71)

76.9

(88)

BXO4 78.7

 (82)

79.6

(85)

75.6

(94)

79.5

(94)

BXO5 79.0

 (82)

80.2

(85)

75.9

(103)

80.4

(95)

BXO6 79.3

 (86)

80.3

(86)

76.0

(94)

80.5

(95)

BXO7 80.1

 (86)

80.8

(86)

77.2

(104)

81.7

(96)

ORE2 76.8

(11)

OREG 76.0

(8)

BXOS 81.1

(79)

82.2

 (112)

80.5

(83)

84.2

(122)

79.9

 (96)

82.2

 (97)

79.6

 (89)

80.8

(86)

76.9

(103)

80.7

(95)

LWRX 75.7

 (103)

76.9

 (104)

79.3

 (102)

77.0

 (102)

76.7

(82)

74.0

(99)

75.7

(92)

1/ See Table U-1 for site locations.

2/ Provisional data.

3/ Temperature monitoring only conducted for part of the summer season.

Table U-3. CSNM Stream Temperature 1 Monitoring Sites in Klamath-Iron Gate
Watershed

Hydrologic Unit
Code2

Site
Code

Site Location Agency/
Organization3

18 01 02 06 04 02 DOVN Dutch Oven Creek above confluence with Camp Creek BLM

18 01 02 06 04 02 CMPE East Fork Camp Creek above confluence with West Fork BLM

18 01 02 06 04 02 CMPW West Fork Camp Creek above confluence with East Fork BLM

1/ Stream temperatures monitored with data loggers.
2/ See Table 2-7.

3/ BLM = Bureau of Land Management, Medford District
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Table U-4. CSNM Summer Stream Temperature Monitoring Data for Klamath-
Iron Gate Watershed

Site
Code1

7 Day Ave. Max. Temp. (oF)
(# Times 7 Day Ave. Max. > 64oF)

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 20002

DOVN 61.1

(0)

63.8

(0)

55.1

(0)

61.3

(0)

61.5

(0)

65.5

(11)

CMPE 57.8

(0)

64.3

(2)

64.5

(1)

CMPW 63.1

(0)

65.5

(24)

65.4

(13)

1/ See Table U-3 for site locations.

2/ Provisional data.
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Table U-5.  CSNM Stream Temperature 1 Monitoring Sites in Bear Creek Watershed

Hydrologic Unit
Code2

Site
Code

Site Location Agency/
Organization3

17 10 03 08 01 01 EMPC Emigrant Creek above Porcupine Creek BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 PORC Porcupine Creek @ confluence with Emigrant Creek BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 UTEM Unnamed tributary to Emigrant Creek, above Green Mtn. Cr. BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 GRNU Green Mountain Creek @ upper BLM bdry section 19 BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 GRNL Green Mountain Creek @ lower BLM bdry section 19 BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 E13U Emigrant Creek @ upper BLM line section 13 BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 E13L Emigrant Creek @ lower BLM line section 13 BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 EMBD Emigrant Creek above Baldy Creek FOG

17 10 03 08 01 01 BDYU Unnamed tributary to Baldy Creek @ section 17/20 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 B17L Unnamed tributary to Baldy Creek @ section 17/18 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 BD17 Unnamed tributary to Baldy Creek @ section 19/20 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 B19U Baldy Creek @ section 19/20 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 B19L Baldy Creek @ section 18/19 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 B13U Baldy Creek @ section 13/18 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 B13L Baldy Creek above confluence with Emigrant Creek BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 BALD Baldy Creek @ confluence with Emigrant Creek FOG

17 10 03 08 01 01 BUCK Buckhorn Springs Creek @ section 7/12 line BLM

17 10 03 08 01 01 TYHB Tyler Creek above Hobart Creek4 FOG

17 10 03 08 01 01 HBRT Hobart Creek4 @ confluence with Tyler Creek FOG

1/ Stream temperatures monitored with data loggers.

2/ See Table 2-7.

3/ BLM = Bureau of Land Management, Medford District; FOG = Friends of the Greensprings

4/ Hobart Creek is not a named stream on the USGS topographic map, and the actual hydrography for the upper reaches of Tyler

Creek and stream names for the TYHB and HBRT sites are in question.
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Table U-6. CSNM Summer Stream Temperature Monitoring Data for
Bear Creek Watershed

Site
Code1

7 Day Ave. Max. Temp. (oF)
(# Times 7 Day Ave. Max. > 64oF)

1996 1997 1998 1999 20002

EMPC 61.9

(0)

63.7

(0)

PORC 58.8

(0)

UTEM 61.3

(0)

GRNU 59.5

(0)

GRNL 52.9

(0)

E13U 65.0

(10)

E13L 66.2

(26)

69.2

(38)

EMBD 67.5

(24)

68.9

(46)

67.2

(36)

BDYU 58.2

(0)

B17L 59.0

(0)

BD17 51.6

(0)

B19U 60.0

(0)

B19L 54.8

(0)

B13U 61.6

(0)

B13L 64.2

(2)

BALD 65.3

(20)

63.6

(0)

BUCK 62.2

(0)
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Table U-6. CSNM Summer Stream Temperature Monitoring Data for
Bear Creek Watershed

Site
Code1

7 Day Ave. Max. Temp. (oF)
(# Times 7 Day Ave. Max. > 64oF)

1996 1997 1998 1999 20002

TYHB 68.6

(33)

70.1

(55)

64.9

(8)

HBRT 68.6

(26)

68.3

(35)

64.4

(2)

1/ See Table U-5 for site locations.

2/ Provisional data.

Table U-7. CSNM Dissolved Oxygen Grab Sample Data for Jenny Creek Watershed

HUC
61

Site
Code

Site Location Dissolved Oxygen (mg/l)

5/20/81 6/18/81 7/14/81 8/11/81 9/15/81

04 BVRU Beaver Creek in SESE of section 13 10.20 10.40 9.40 8.60 9.00

05 KNEN Keene Creek approx. 1/4 mile above
confluence with S. Fork Keene Creek

10.30 9.40 9.30 8.50 9.50

05 KNEP Keene Creek upstream of Parsnip
Lakes in NENW of section 10

10.60 10.50 10.20 9.30 11.00

1/ HUC6 is the 6th field (subwatershed) in the Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC); the HUC5 is 1801020603 for Jenny Creek Watershed. 
See Table 2-7.

Table U-8. CSNM Fecal Coliform Grab Sample Data for Jenny Creek Watershed

HUC
61

Site
Code

Site Location Fecal Coliform (MPN2/100 ml)

5/20/81 6/18/81 7/14/81 8/11/81 9/15/81

04 BVRU Beaver Creek in SESE of section 13 9.1 7.3 <3.0 43.0 240.0

05 KNEN Keene Creek approx. 1/4 mile above
confluence with S. Fork Keene Creek

9.1 11.0 43.0 240.0 75.0

05 KNEP Keene Creek upstream of Parsnip
Lakes in NENW of section 10

23.0 <3.0 <3.0 21.0 93.0

1/ HUC6 is the 6th field (subwatershed) in the Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC); the HUC5 is 1801020603 for Jenny Creek Watershed. 
See Table 2-7.

2/ MPN=most probable number
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Table U-9. CSNM Turbidity Grab Sample Data Summaries for Jenny Creek Watershed

HUC
61

Site
Code

Site Location/Sampling Period Number
of

Samples

Minimum
Turbidity

(NTUs)

Maximum
Turbidity

(NTUs)

Median
Turbidity

(NTUs)

01 SDAL Soda Creek above confluence

w/Grizzly Creek  (7/91 - 9/00)

124 0.17 126 2.20

01 GRZL Grizzly Creek above Soda Creek

(7/91 - 9/00)

124 0.20 17.5 2.01

01 JNYU Jenny Creek above Johnson Creek

(7/91 - 10/00)

139 0.30 31.4 2.23

03 JNSX Johnson Creek below road crossing

(7/91 - 7/00)

97 0.64 41.0 6.46

04 JNYM Jenny Creek above Beaver Creek

(11/91 - 10/00)

156 0.20 40.4 3.43

04 BVRL Beaver Creek above Corral Creek

(7/91 - 10/00)

173 0.40 70.9 1.55

04 CRLL Corral Creek @ confluence w/Beaver

Creek (7/91 - 10/00)

173 0.40 126 2.70

05 MILL Mill Creek above confluence with

Keene Creek  (7/91 - 9/00)

137 0.26 61.4 2.50

05 LINL Lincoln Creek above confluence with

Keene Creek (7/91 - 7/00)

141 0.90 35.9 5.50

05 KNEX Keene Creek below Lincoln Creek

(10/91 - 9/00)

163 0.10 86.7 3.04

06 BXON Jenny Creek below Keene Creek

(7/91 - 10/00)

161 0.50 61.2 2.60

06 LWRX Jenny Creek below Spring Creek

(7/91 - 10/00)

180 0.53 66.5 2.60

1/ HUC6 is the 6th field (subwatershed) in the Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC); the HUC5 is 1801020603 for Jenny Creek Watershed.

  See Table 2-7.
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Table U-10. CSNM Turbidity Grab Sample Data for Klamath-Iron Gate Watershed

Site
Code1

Turbidity (NTU)

June 1998 October 1998 June 1999 October 1999 June 2000 October 2000

DOVN 1.52 0.44 1.50 0.78 1.67 1.31

CMPE 3.15 0.47 1.31 2.65

CMPW 1.54 2.61

1/ See Table U-3 for site locations.

Table U-11. CSNM Turbidity Grab Sample Data for Bear Creek Watershed

Site Code1
Turbidity (NTU)

June 1999 October 1999 June 2000 October 2000

EMPC 3.40 1.06 1.77 1.18

PORC 2.20 1.03

UTEM 4.18 1.34

GRNU 1.53

GRNL 2.83 3.33

E13U 3.26 0.90

E13L 6.34 0.92 2.02 0.73

BDYU 3.89 0.84

B17L 10.4

BD17 1.41

B19U 3.64 1.31

B19L 5.71

B13U 3.70 1.26

B13L 5.63 1.39

BUCK 1.17 2.18

1/ See Table U-5 for site locations.



181

Appendices

The Bureau of Land Management’s requirement to manage the scenic resources on public
lands is established by law within the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976
(FLPMA) and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).  While the agency
is entrusted with managing for multiple uses, the BLM is responsible for ensuring that
the scenic values of these lands is considered before allowing, any uses that might create
negative visual impacts.  This is accomplished through the use of the agency’s Visual
Resource Management (VRM) system for the inventory, allocation, and analysis of scenic
values.

Under the VRM system, lands are allocated to one of four visual resource management
classes, based upon an inventory of sensitivity levels, viewer distances, and scenic
quality.  The objectives for these classes are described in the BLM VRM Manual, Section
8410 as:

Visual Resource Class I:

The objective for this class is to preserve the existing character of the landscape.  This
class provides for natural ecological changes; however, it does not preclude very limited
management activity.  The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be very
low and must not attract attention.

Visual Resource Class II:

The objective of this class is to retain the existing character of the landscape.  The level of
change to the characteristic landscape should be low.  Management activities may be
seen, but should not attract the attention of the casual observer.  Any changes must
repeat the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the predominant
natural features of the characteristic landscape.

Visual Resource Class III:

The objective of this class is to partially retain the existing character of the landscape.
The level of change to the characteristic landscape should be moderate.  Management
activities may attract attention but should not dominate the view of the casual observer.
Chances should repeat the basic elements found in the predominant natural features of
the characteristic landscape.

Visual Resource Class IV:

The objective of this class is to provide for management activities which require major
modifications of the existing character of the landscape.  The level of chance to the
characteristic landscape can be high.  These management activities may dominate the
view and be the major focus of viewer attention.  However, every attempt should be
made to minimize the impact of these activities through careful location, minimal distur-
bance, and repeating the basic elements.

Appendix V -
Visual Resource Management
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Appendix W -
Public Comments about Draft

CSEAA/DEIS Compiled by
Southern Oregon University

Comment Totals Table

There were 6,641 comments counted from 816 letters.  These totals do not include those
comments where the person said the same thing more than one time.  It also does not
include the comments of 133 form letters not provided to the compiler.  This effects the
validity of the percentages.  Also, those comments that have zero as their total were
detected at least once on the first reading of the comments, but somehow were not
picked out on the reading to code the information.
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

1A 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

A.  For The National  Monument /Wildern ess Area

Designations

74 9

1A#1 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

A.  For The National  Monument /Wildern ess Area

Designations

1.  With Strong and Logical Language

2 0.2

1B 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

B.  For The National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

for both OR & CA

31 4

1C 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

C.  Against The Nat ional Monument/Wilderness Area

Designations

48 6

1D 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

D.  Against Including HRWA/CA In National Monument

34 4

1E 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

E.  Concerns About Jurisdictions

10 1

1E #1 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

E.  Concerns About Jurisdictions

1.  CA Laws Are Different & Governmental Structure is

Different

4 0.5

1F 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

F. Against Pieces of The National Monument/Wilderness Ar ea

Designations *

2 2

1G 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

G.  Distressed/Angry That The National Monument

Designation Was Completed Before The CSNM Process Was

Finished.

11 1

1H 1 - National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations

H.  For Separate CA Protection Plan

1 0.1

2A 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

A.  For Acquiring Private Property From Willing Sellers/For

Acquiring More Land

218 27

2B 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

B.  For Acquir ing As Much Adjacen t CA Land As Possible/For

Land Acquisition in HRWA

30 4

2C 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

C.  For Acquiring More Land for Wildlife To Provide Habitat

Connectivity And/Or Water Quality

35 4
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

2D 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

D.  Opposed To Acquiring More Land

35 4

2E 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

E.   Against Acquiring CA Land

8 1

2E #1 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

E.   Against Acquiring CA Land

1.  Private or Public

28 3

2F 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

F.  Concern Over The Land That Was Sold & The Land That

Was 

to be Acquired to Replace It/Concerned BLM is Abandoning

Acquisition Plans for HRWA

8 1

2G 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

G.  For Reduction of HRWA— Against Increase/Acquiring of

HRWA

86 11

2H 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

H.  Against The Government Managing Anymore Land 

3 0.3

2I 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

I.  Fear Of The Government Taking Private Land (“Land

Grabbing”)/Federal And State Governmental Condemnation

(Confiscation, Or Annexation)

24 3

2J 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

J.  Support  A No Net Loss of Pr ivate Lands Policy 

7 0.9

2K 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

K. Concerned That CA/HRWA Won’t Be In The CSNM

5 0.6

2L 2 -Land Acquisition Plans

L.  Specific Acquisition Suggestions

64 8

3A 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

A.  For Closing All Unnecessary Non-Residential Roads/Right

of Ways & Jeep Trails

209 26

3B 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

B.  Against Decommissioning of Roads 

101 12

3B #1 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

B.  Against Decommissioning of Roads 

1- For Upgrading existing roads to prevent erosion.

6 0.7

3C 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

C.  For A Middle Ground Approach—Some Roads Should Be

Improved; Some Roads Should Be Closed Seasonally; Some

Roads Should Just Be Closed. 

7 0.8
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

3D 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

D. Detailed Road-Use And Right-Of-Way Study Needed To

Explain  Which Roads To Keep Open/Road Should Be Closed

On A Case By Case Basis.  

7 0.8

3E 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

E.  Comments About Keeping The Area Open To Public

/Public Lands Should Be Managed For All /Against  Loss of

Freedoms

99 12

3E #1 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

E.  Comments About Keeping The Area Open To Public

/Public Lands Should Be Managed For All /Against  Loss of

Freedoms

1- Decisions to change land use from multiple use to

preservation should be based on good science and sound logic. 

CSNM had n one.

64 8

3F 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

F.  Specific Comments About Schoheim Road

0 0

3F #1 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

F.  Specific Comments About Schoheim Road

1- Keep it open. 

20 2

3F #2 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

F.  Specific Comments About Schoheim Road

2- Close It.

215 26

3G 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

G. CSNM Would Discriminate Against The Old, Young, and

Handicapped...

29 3

3G #1 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

G. CSNM Would Discriminate Against The Old, Young, and

Handicapped...

1- It would benefit only a few wealthy and people with leisure

time

1 0.1

3H 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

H.  For Having ORV’s & Other Mechanized Recreation

8 1

3I 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

I.  Against  Having ORV’s & Other Mechanized Recreation

244 30

3J 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

J.  Limit OHVs To Designated Road/Reasonable Limits. 

10 1

3K 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

K.  For Non-Motorized Recreation

18 2
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

3L 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

L.  For No Limits to Non-Motorized Recreation/Permitting— 

but not promoting— all forms of non-mechanized public lands

recreation off gravel and paved roads throughout the area. 

183 22

3M 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

M.  Concerns About Access to Hunting & Fishing 

15 2

3N 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

N.  Concerns About Fire, Emergency and other Management

Access and For Escape for Private Land Owners

36 4

3O 3 -Public Access To Area vs. Decommissioning of Roads

O.  Misc. About Roads and Access to Area

227 28

4A 4- All  Commodity Use and Extract ion

A.  For All Commodity Use and Extraction 

(Grazing, Timber, Mining, & Development)

74 9

4B 4- All  Commodity Use and Extract ion

B.  Against All Commodity Use and Extraction  

(Grazing, Timber, Mining, & Development)

214 26

5A 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

A.  For Grazing   

114 14

5B 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

B.  Against Grazing  

48 6

5B #1 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

B.  Against Grazing  

1- Cattle Ranchers have been subsidized long enough.  

2 0.2

5C #1 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

C. Grazing As A Management  Tool

1- For  

19 2

5C #2 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

C. Grazing As A Management  Tool

2- Against  

28 3

5C #3 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

C. Grazing As A Management  Tool

3- Allowed Only in  Exceptional Circumstances or Research

Purposes  

1 0.1

5D 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

D. Who Will “Monitor” To See That The Grazing Is Done In

Proper Areas?/How Will  The Management Be Done?/Cattle

vs. Fences 

7 0.8
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

5E 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

E.  Cattle & Noxious Weeds vs. Native Plants 

9 1

5F 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

F. Comments Concerning The Menke Report 

15 2

5G #1 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

G. The Box O Ranch Comments

1- Same-For Grazing There 

26 3

5G #2 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

G. The Box O Ranch Comments

2- Change-No Grazing There 

9 1

5H 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

H. Cattle Compete For Forage Needed By Deer, Elk, And Their

Young

20 2

5I 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

I.  Misc. About Grazing and Ranching

32 4

5J 5- Comments and Concerns About Grazing

J.  Cattle & Water Quality

3 0.3

6A 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

A.  For Timber Extraction 

89 11

6B 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

B.  Against  Timber Extraction

23 3

6C 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

C. Comments About “Forest Health Reserves”  (FHRs)

3 0.3

6C #1 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

C. Comments About “Forest Health Reserves”  (FHRs)

1)  Novel, New, Exper imental, Questionable 

13 2

6C #2 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

C. Comments About “Forest Health Reserves”  (FHRs)

2)  No documentation as to meaning, or what will happen with

this designation 

12 1

6C #3 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

C. Comments About “Forest Health Reserves”  (FHRs)

3) FHRs is OK. 

1 0.1

6D 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

D. Comments About Timber  Matrixes

2 0.2

6D #1 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

D. Comments About Timber  Matrixes

1- For

0 0
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

6D #2 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

D. Comments About Timber  Matrixes

2- Against 

11 1

6E 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

E. Late Successia l Reserves

0 0

6E #1 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

E. Late Successia l Reserves

1- For

13 2

6E #2 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

E. Late Successia l Reserves

2- Against 

2 0.2

6F 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

F.  Forest, In sects, & Disease 

1 0.1

6G 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

G.  Support Some Thinning, Based on Scientifically defensible

standards (Understory Thinning)  

9 1

6H 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

H.  Misc. About Timber

18 2

6I 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

I.  Balanced Approach to Timber Harvesting. 

(No clear cutting, but no ban on all harvesting/Selective

Logging)

11 1

6J 6-  Comments And Concerns About Timber

J.  Timber Harvest for  Scientific Research  or Demonstr ation

2 0.2

7A 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

A.  CSNM Will Be Good For The Economy 

6 0.7

7B 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

B.  CSNM Will Be Bad For The Economy 

29 4

7C 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

C.  Specifics About CSNM and The Economy 

1 0.1

7D 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

D.  Socio-Economic Impacts Have Not Been Addressed 

67 8

7E 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

E.  Concerned About Costs to Taxpayers & Changes in

Property Tax Rolls 

17 2

7F 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

F.  Concerned About Cost And Agents To Monitor For ORV

Violators 

8 1
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

7G 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

G.  Concerned About Cost of Fencing and Management of

Grazing 

10 1

7H 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

H.  Concerned About Economic Effects Of Changing Grazing

Practices From Commodity To Ecological

30 4

7H #1 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

H.  Concerned About Economic Effects Of Changing Grazing

Practices From Commodity To Ecological

1- If no grazing cattlemen will sell land to developed/Cattle

Producers   Will Quit/ It will Put Them Out of Business. 

35 4

7I 7- Costs to Taxpayers/ Local Economies 

I.  Misc. Cost Comments

60 7

8A 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

A.  For Listening To Local Groups In Making The

Decisions/Weighting The Comments Of Local Residents

Within  And Near  CSNM More Heavily Than Out-Of-Area

Users Or Recreationists/Locals Should Control The Decisions

(Local Officials And People) 

84 10

8B 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

B.  Land Belongs to All Americans and so Effects More Than

Just Local People. 

4 0.5

8C #1 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

C.  Against Letting A Small Vocal Group (of Ranchers) Ruling

the Decision/Don’t Let A Radical Group (of Environmentalist)

Rule Over The Majority Of The Population 

1- Don’t Let A Small Group of Environmentalist Rule The

Decision.

13 2

8C #2 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

C.  Against Letting A Small Vocal Group (of Ranchers) Ruling

the Decision/Don’t Let A Radical Group (of Environmentalist)

Rule Over The Majority Of The Population 

2- Don’t Let A Small Group of Ranchers/Anti-

Environmentalist Rule The Decision.  

21 3

8D 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

D.  Concern Over The Mis-Information That Is Out There. 

4 0.5

8E 8 -Small Vocal Group Ruling th e Decision

E.  Let The Decision Be Made For The Ecological Biodiversity

of The Region Over The Economy of Jackson County & the

Area. 

1 0.1

9 9 - Alternative A Comments 1 0.1
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

9A 9 - Alternative A Comments

A.  Comments For

10 1

9B 9 - Alternative A Comments

B.  Comments Against

66 8

10A 10 - Alternative B Comments

A.  Comments For 

89 11

10B 10 - Alternative B Comments

B.  Comments Against 

7 0.8

11 11 - Combine Alternatives A & B. 31 4

12 12 - Alternative C Comments 3 0.3

12A 12 - Alternative C 

A.  Comments For

19 2

12B 12 - Alternative C Comments

B.  Comments Against 

151 19

13 13 - Alternative D Comments 2 0.2

13A 13 - Alternative D Comments

A.  Comments For

43 5

13B 13 - Alternative D Comments

B.  Comments Against 

146 18

14 14 -Combine Alternatives C & D.  32 4

15A 15 -Alternative E Comments

A.  Comments For 

B.  Comments Against

4 0.5

15B 15 -Alternative E Comments

B.  Comments Against

68 8

16A 16 -Government/Management

A. Too Much Big Government In  Community Affairs 

26 3

16A  #1 16 -Government/Management

A. Too Much Big Government In  Community Affairs 

1- Too much regulations 

1 0.1

16A  #2 16 -Government/Management

A. Too Much Big Government In  Community Affairs 

2- The Government just does as it pleases with regard to local

input/Decision is already made/Dictatorial/DEIS/EIS is a Sham 

16 2
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

16B 16 -Government/Management

B.  Concerns Over The BLM’s Management of Land It

Already Has/Questions The BLM ‘s Ability To Manage The

National Monument. 

31 4

16B  #1 16 -Government/Management

B.  Concerns Over The BLM’s Management of Land It

Already Has/Questions The BLM ‘s Ability To Manage The

National Monument. 

1- Washington D.C. Politicians Don’t Know Daily Conditions. 

2 0.2

16C 16 -Government/Management

C.  Private Property Owners Are The Best Stewards Of The

Land/The Land Is The Way It Is Because Of The Past &

Current Property Owners— 

 By Private Citizen Involvement   

14 2

16C #1 16 -Government/Management

C.  Private Property Owners Are The Best Stewards Of The

Land/The Land Is The Way It Is Because Of The Past &

Current Property Owners— 

1- Please do not destroy this land by trying to save it.  

75 9

16C  #2 16 -Government/Management

C.  Private Property Owners Are The Best Stewards Of The

Land/The Land Is The Way It Is Because Of The Past &

Current Property Owners— 

2- “An Area Which Has Escaped The Impact of Man” Is

False.. .  Shows No Knowledge of Area/It Got That Way By

Being Managed For Multiple Use.  

23 3

16D 16 -Government/Management

D.  Effects On Private Land/Th reatens Property Rights  

50 6

16E 16 -Government/Management

E.  For Management Practices Used Only To Prevent The Loss

of Biological an d Ecological Values and For Research or

Scientific Purposes That Would Enhance The Area/Ecological

Management 

6 0.7

16F 16 -Government/Management

F.  The Plan  Needs More Specifics As To How Preservation &

Restoration Will Be Implemented   

5 0.6

16G  #1 16 -Government/Management

G. Question the Science of the EIS 

1- Too much emphasis on unproven experimental (unknown or

poorly research) management prescriptions such as livestock

grazing to control weeds, unsubstan tiated or poorly defined

forest health prescriptions, and unproven land designations

(Forest Health Reserves).

15 2
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

16G  #2 16 -Government/Management

G. Question the Science of the EIS 

2- Should Recognize and Use The “Core-buffer” Management

Principle/Wild Core & Rural Interface Management  

18 2

16G  #3 16 -Government/Management

G. Question the Science of the EIS 

3- Should have high burden of proof before undertaking

intensive 

management. 

7 0.8

16G  #4 16 -Government/Management

G. Question the Science of the EIS 

4- No Scientific Reason  for Such Drastic Action As Described

in CSNM DMP/EIS

95 12

16H 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations 

25 3

16H  #1 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

1- CSNM is Unconstitutional 

6 0.7

16H  #2 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

2- Federal Land Policy & Management Act 

33 4

16H  #3 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

3- Sec. 302(b) of the Federal Land Policy & Management Act 

(not protecting it enough)

1 0.1

16H  #4 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

4- NEPA (national Environmenta l Policy Act)  

42 5

16H  #5 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

5- Executive Order 12898 (1994)  

53 6

16H  #6 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

6- Oregon Forest Practices Act 

0 0

16H  #7 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

7- Taylor Grazing Act 

30 4

16H  #8 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

8- O&C Act 

32 4
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

16H  #9 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

9- Taking of Multiple Use Lands Must Have Legal

Justification, Not Just on Executive Order.  

65 8

16H  #10 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

10.  Northwest Forest Plan  

6 0.7

16H  #11 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

11.  Misc.  

3 0.3

16H  #12 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

12. Civil Rights 

4 0.5

16H  #13 16 -Government/Management

H. Law Violations

13.  State & County Land Planning Laws  

5 0.6

16I 16 -Government/Management

I.  Litigation Threatened Over Nat ional Monument Process 

5 0.6

16J 16 -Government/Management

J.  Government Actions Must Be Heavily Monitored and

checked

0 0

16K 16 -Government/Management

K.  Misc. Management Comments

25 3

17A 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity  

A.  For Wildlife/Bio-Diversity Protection, Restoration &

Stability 

440 54

17A  #1 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity 

A.  For Wildlife/Bio-Diversity Protection, Restoration &

Stability 

 1- For The Maintenance and Preservation Of The Rare And

Unique Ecological Processes, Conditions And Habitats With

Minimum Human Intervention 

110 13

17B 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

B.  Against  Wildl ife/Bio-Diversity Protection (Protection is not

needed)  

8 1

17C 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

C.  Balance Between Protection Of Bio-Diversity/Wildlife And

People’s Right To Live In, Enjoy And Use Public Land Such

As The CSNM.  

147 18
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

17D 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

D.  This Kind Of Protect ion Will Be Bad For  Wildlife,

Preserving The Land Will Not 

Save It, Only Damage It Due To Poor Management/All The

Bio-Diversity Is There Because Of Changes man Has Made.

22 3

17D  #1 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

D.  This Kind Of Protect ion Will Be Bad For  Wildlife,

Preserving The Land Will Not 

Save It, Only Damage It Due To Poor Management/All The

Bio-Diversity Is There Because Of Changes man Has Made.

1- Grazing and Effective Timber harvest Practices Promote

Biodiversity  

49 6

17E 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

E.  EIS Pays Insufficient Attention To Sensitive Local And

Endemic Species. 

18 2

17F 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

F.  Concern for Fish  

4 0.5

17G 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

G. Concern  for Deer & Elk Win ter Range  

67 8

17G  #1 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

G. Concern for Deer & Elk Winter Range

1- Let The Deer , Elk, & other Native Grazers Ensure Greater

Biodivesty.  

1 0.1

17H 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

H.  CSNM Needed For Northern Spotted Owl Habi tat Recovery 

6 0.7

17I 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

I. Concern for Noxious Weeds vs. Native Plants  

12 1

17J 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

J.  Concerns About Water Quality/Water  Shed Restoration

20 2

17K 17 -Protect the Wildlife/Bio-Diversity

K.  Misc

70 9

18A 18 - Concerns About Fire As A Management Tool 

A. Prescribed/Controlled Fire  

40 5

18B 18 - Concerns About Fi re As A Management Tool

B. No Prescribed/Controlled Fire— Active Fire Protection  

183 22

18C 18 - Concerns About Fi re As A Management Tool

C.  Fear of Catastrophic Fires with  Prescribed/Controlled Fire  

112 14
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

18D 18 - Concerns About Fi re As A Management Tool

D.  Prescribed/Controlled Fire Th reat To Wildlife  

80 10

18E 18 - Concerns About Fi re As A Management Tool

E.  Questions  

32 4

18F 18 - Concerns About Fi re As A Management Tool

F.  Prescribed/Controlled Fire OK If Handled With Great Care

1 0.1

19A 19 - Chan ges To Historical  Culture Of Area vs. Saving Area

For Future Generations

A.  National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations Will

Change The Historical Culture of Area  

71 9

19A1 19 - Chan ges To Historical  Culture Of Area vs. Saving Area

For Future Generations

A.  National Monument/Wilderness Area Designations Will

Change The Historical Culture of Area  

1- Gives Kids something to Do To Stay Out of Trouble

1 0.1

19B 19 - Chan ges To Historical  Culture Of Area vs. Saving Area

For Future Generations

B.  For Saving Area For Future Generations

19 2

20A 20- Comments On Map & Boundaries  

A.  Ecological, Watershed Based Boundaries 

20 2

20B 20- Comments On Map & Boundaries

B.  Boundaries Straigh t As Possible 

3 0.3

20C 20- Comments On Map & Boundaries

C.  Comments On Map

27 3

21 21-Misc. Access Ideas  1 0.1

21A 21-Misc. Access Ideas

A.  Visitor  center

0 0

21B 21-Misc. Access Ideas

B.  ORV Park

1 0.1

21C 21-Misc. Access Ideas

C.  Handicap Accessible Places

1 0.1

21D 21-Misc. Access Ideas

D.  Public Education Program

4 0.4

21E 21-Misc. Access Ideas

E.  Volunteer Program

1 0.1

21F 21-Misc. Access Ideas

F.  Trails

1 0.1
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Comment

Code

Code Explanation Total

Comments

Percent

 of All

Comments

22 22- Misc.  Suggestions to Change The Plan 14 2

23 23- Misc. Concerns & Questions 22 3

24 24-Stand Alone Letters That Report Writers Should Read

Themselves

43 5

25 25- For None Of The Alterna tives 30 4

26 26- The Draft Is Confusing, Ambiguous with Omissions, Has

Errors, and Is Contradictory

81 10
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Appendix X -
Comments by Government

Agencies

Note:  The letters contained in this Appendix are Federal, State and local government

comments on the Cascade Siskiyou Ecological Emphasis Area Draft Management Plan/

Environmental Impact Statement.
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Appendix Y -
Aquatic Macroinbertebrates

in the CSNM

Table AY-1:  Aquatic macroinvertebrates in Dutch Oven Creek
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Hydrobiidae 
Oligochaeta

Ephemoptera:
Ameletus sp. 
Baetis tricaudatus
Cinygmula sp. 
Drunella doddsi
Ephemeralla inermis/infrequens 
Ironodes sp.
Paraleptophlebia sp.

Plecoptera:
Calineuria californica
Capniidae
Isoperla sp.
Malenka sp.
Pteronarcella sp.
Sweltsa sp.
Yoraperla brevis 
Zapada cinctipes
Zapada columbiana
Zapada Oregonensis Gr.

Trichoptera:
Agapetus sp.
Apatania sp. 
Ecclisomyia sp. 
Glossosoma sp.
Gumaga sp.
Heteroplectron californicum
Hydropsyche sp.
Lepidostoma sp.
Neophylax splendens
Neothremma sp. 
Parapsyche almota
Pseudostenophylax edwardsi 
Rhyacophila sp.
Rhyacophila hyalinata Gr.
Rhyacophila iranda Gr.
Rhyacophila narvae
Rhyacophila grandis

Coleoptera:
Eubrianax edwardsi
Heterlimnius sp.
Hydrophilidae
Narpus sp. 
Zaitzevia sp.

Megaloptera:
Corydalidae

Diptera:
Dixa sp.
Meringodixa sp.
Simuliidae
Dicranota sp.
Forcipomyiinae

Chironomidae:
Chironomidae (pupae)
Brilla sp. 
Corynoneura sp.
Diamesa sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Orthocladiinae
Orthocladius complex
Pagastia sp.
Paramerina sp.
Parametriocnemus sp.
Paratrissocladius sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Synorthocladius sp.
Thienemanniella sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, detrital, and margin habitat found at DOVN on October 7, 1993 (Aquatic Biology
Associates 1993).
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Table AY-2.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Keene Creek  
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Copepoda
Hydrobiidae
Juga sp.
Lymnaeidae
Oligochaeta
Physella sp.
Planorbidae
Turbellaria

Ephemoptera:
Ameletus sp. 
Baetis tricaudatus
Caudatella hystrix
Cinygmula sp. 
Drunella doddsi
Drunella grandis/spinifera
Epeorus sp.
Ephemeralla inermis/infrequens 
Ironodes sp.
Paraleptophlebia sp.
Paraleptophlebia bicornuta
Rhithrogena sp.

Plecoptera:
Calineuria californica
Capniidae
Hesperoperla pacifica
Isoperla sp.
Perlodidae
Skwala sp.
Yoraperla brevis 
Zapada cinctipes
Zapada columbiana
Zapada oregonensis Gr.

Trichoptera:
Agapetus sp.
Apatania sp.
Arctopsyche grandis
Ecclisomyia sp.
Glossosoma sp.
Gumaga sp.
Heteroplectron californicum
Hydropsyche sp.
Hydroptila sp
Lepidostoma sp..
Micrasema sp.
Neophylax sp.
Neophylax occidentis
Neophylax rickeri
Onocosmoecus unicolor
Pseudostenophylax edwardsi
Psycoglypha bella
Rhyacophila betteni Gr.
Rhyacophila brunnea Gr.
Rhyacophila coloradensis Gr.

Coleoptera:
Apumixis dispar
Cleptelmis sp.
Eubrianax edwardsi
Heterlimnius sp.
Hydrophilidae
Optioservus sp.

Megaloptera:
Corydalidae

Odonata:
Argia sp.
Coenagrionidae

Diptera:
Antocha sp.
Ceratopogoninae
Chelifera sp.
Dicranota sp.
Dixa sp.
Hexatoma sp.
Meringodixa sp.
Simuliidae

Chironomidae:
Brillia sp. 
Chironomidae (pupae) 
Corynoneura sp.
Diamesa sp. 
Eukiefferiella sp.
Macropelopia sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Orthocladiinae
Orthocladius complex
Pagastia sp.
Paramerina sp.
Parametriocnemus sp.
Pentaneura sp.
Phaenopsectra sp.
Polypedilum sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Stempellinella sp.
Symposiocladius sp.
Synorthocladius sp.
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, detrital, and margin habitat found at BXDW on October 7, 1993 (Aquatic
Biology Associates 1993).
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Table AY-3.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Beaver Creek   
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Copepoda
Hydrobiidae
Oligochaeta

Ephemoptera:
Ameletus sp.
Baetis tricaudatus
Cinygmula sp. 
Diphetor hageni
Ephemeralla inermis/infrequens 
Ironodes sp.
Paraleptophlebia sp.

Plecoptera:
Capniidae
Hesperoperla pacifica
Isoperla sp.
Malenka sp.
Zapada cinctipes
Zapada oregonensis Gr.

Trichoptera:
Arctopsyche grandis
Glossosoma sp.
Hydropsyche sp.
Hydroptila sp
Lepidostoma sp.
Micrasema sp.
Parapsyche elsis
Rhyacophila sp.
Rhyacophila betteni Gr.
Rhyacophila iranda Gr.
Rhyacophila rotunda Gr.

Coleoptera:
Apumixis dispar
Cleptelmis sp.
Heterlimnius sp.
Hydrophilidae
Lara avara
Zaitzevia sp.

Odonata:
Argia sp.
Enallagma/Ischnura sp.
Octogomphus sp.

Diptera:
Ceratopogoninae
Chelifera sp.
Dicranota sp.
Hemerodromia sp.
Limnophora sp.
Simuliidae
Tipula sp.

Chironomidae:
Chironomidae (pupae) 
Boreochlus sp.
Corynoneura sp.
Cricotopus nostococladius
Eukiefferiella sp.
Lauterborniella sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Orthocladiinae
Orthocladius complex
Pagastia sp.
Paramerina sp.
Parametriocnemus sp.
Paratrissocladius sp.
Pentaneurini
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional and detrital habitat found at BVRL on October 7, 1993 ( Aquatic Biology
Associates 1993).
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Table AY-4.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Corral Creek
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Oligochaeta
Ostracoda
Physella sp.

Ephemoptera:
Baetis tricaudatus
Cinygmula sp.
Diphetor hageni
Ephemeralla inermis/infrequens 
Paraleptophlebia sp.

Plecoptera:
Capniidae
Isoperla sp.
Zapada cinctipes

Trichoptera:
Hesperophylax sp.
Heteroplectron californicum
Hydropsyche sp.
Hydroptila sp
Lepidostoma sp.
Micrasema sp.
Rhyacophila sp.
Rhyacophila bettini Gr.
Rhyacophila hyalinata Gr.

Coleoptera:
Ampumixis dispar
Cleptelmis sp.
Optioservus sp.
Zaitzeva sp.

Diptera:
Antocha sp.
Ceratopogoninae
Chelifera sp.
Clinocera sp.
Dixa sp.
Hemerodromia sp.
Simuliidae

Chironomidae:
Brillia sp.
Chironomidae (pupae)
Chironomini
Corynoneura sp.
Eukiefferiella sp.
Macropelopia sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Microtendipes sp.
Orthocladiinae
Orthocladius complex
Pagastia sp.
Parametriocnemus sp.
Paramerina sp.
Pentaneura sp.
Phaenopsectra sp.
Rheocricotopus sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Tanytarsini
Thienemanniella sp.
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, and detrital habitat found at CRLL on October 7, 1993 (Aquatic Biology
Associates 1993).
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Table AY- 5.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Jenny Creek
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Ferrissia sp.
Hyalella azteca
Juga sp.
Nematoda
Oligochaeta
Ostracoda
Pacifasticus sp.
Physella sp.
Sphaeriidae 
Turbellaria

Ephemoptera:
Acentrella sp. 
Acentrella turbida
Baetis tricaudatus
Callibaetis sp.
Centroptilum sp.
Cinygmula sp. 
Diphetor hageni
Epeorus sp.
Heptagenia/Nixe sp.
Isonychia sp.
Rhrithrogena sp.
Tricorythodes minutus

Plecoptera:
Calineuria californica
Hesperoperla pacifica
Pteronarcys sp.
Pteronarcys californica
Taeniopterygidae
Taeniopteryx sp.
Zapada cinctipes

Trichoptera:
Glossosoma sp.
Hesperophylax sp.
Hydropsyche sp.
Rhyacophila sp.
Rhyacophila coloradensis Gr.

Coleoptera:
Duberaphia sp.
Eubrianax edwardsi
Microcylloepus sp.
Optioservus sp.
Zaitzeva sp.

Lepidoptera:
Petrophila sp.

Odonata:
Aeshna sp.
Argia sp.
Enallagmna/ishnura sp.

Diptera:
Antocha sp.
Brachycera sp.
Dixa sp.
Ephydridae
Hemerodromia sp.
Limnophera sp.
Limonia sp.
Simuliidae
Tipulidae

Chironomidae:
Brillia sp.
Chironomidae (pupae) 
Chaetocladius sp.
Coryoneura sp.
Cricotopus sp.
Diamesa sp. 
Einfeldia sp.
Eukiefferiella sp.
Orthocladiinae
Orthocladius complex
Parametriocnemus sp.
Paratrichocladius sp.
Pentaneura sp.
Polypedilum sp.
Rheocricotopus sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Synorthocladius sp.
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

In 1991, samples were collected at LWRX on October 9, 1991 in erosional habitat only.  In 1995, samples were
collected in erosional, margin, and macrophyte habitats found and October 10, 1995 (Aquatic Biology Associates
1991, 1995).
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Table AY-6.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Jenny Creek 
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Feressia sp.
Hyallela azteca
Juga sp.
Oligochaeta
Ostracoda
Pacifasticus sp.
Physella sp.
Planorbidae
Turbellaria

Ephemoptera:
Acentrella turbida
Baetis tricaudatus
Epeorus sp.

Plecoptera:
Taeniopteryx

Trichoptera:
Glossosoma sp.
Hydropsyche sp.
Micrasema sp.
Rhyacophila coloradensis Gr.

Rhyacophila hyalinata Gr.

Coleoptera:
Cleptelmis sp.
Optioservus sp.
Zaitzeva sp.

Odonata:
Argia sp.

Diptera:
Antocha sp.
Hemerodromia sp.
Maruina sp.
Simuliidae

Chironomidae:
Chironomidae (pupae) 
Cardiocladius sp.
Diamesa sp. 
Eukiefferiella sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Orthocladius complex
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, detrital, and margin habitat found at BXON on October 10, 1995 (Aquatic
Biology Associates 1995).
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Table AY-7.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Jenny Creek
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Hyallela azteca
Juga sp.
Lymnaeidae
Nematoda
Oligochaeta
Ostracoda
Physella sp.
Sphaeriidae

Ephemoptera:
Acentrella turbida
Baetis tricaudatus
Isonychia sp.
Tricorythodes minutus

Plecoptera:
Taeniopteryx sp.

Trichoptera:
Cheumatopsyche sp.
Dicosmoecus gilvipes
Glossosoma sp.
Hydropsyche sp.
Hydroptila sp.
Lepidostoma sp.
Neophylax rickeri

Coleoptera:
Optioservus sp.
Zaitzeva sp.

Lepidoptera:
Petrophila sp.

Odonata:
Aeshna sp.
Argia sp.
Enallagmalischnura sp.
Ophiogomphus sp.

Diptera:
Antocha sp.
Clinocera sp.
Dixa sp.
Ephydridae
Hemerodromia sp.
Forcipomyiinae
Simulium sp.
Stratiomyiidae

Chironomidae:
Apedilum sp.
Chaetocladius sp.
Chironomidae (pupae)
Chironomini 
Corynoneura sp.
Dicrotendipes sp.
Eukiefferiella sp.
Micropsectra sp.
Microtendipes sp.
Orthocladius complex
Parametriocnemus sp.
Paratanytarsus sp.
Pentaneura sp.
Potthastia gaedil Gr.
Pseudoorthocladius sp.
Rheocricotopus sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Synorthocladius sp.
Tanytarsini
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, detrital, and margin habitat found at BXOS on October 10, 1995  (Aquatic
Biology Associates 1995).
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Table AY-8.  Aquatic Macroinvertebrates in Jenny Creek
(orders, families, and subfamilies are in normal text; genera or species are italicized)

Non-Insects
Acari
Copepoda
Hydrobiidae
Hyalella azteca
Hydra sp.
Lymnaeidae
Nematoda
Oligochaeta
Physella sp.
Planorbidae
Sphaeriidae 
Turbellaria

Ephemoptera:
Baetis tricaudatus 
Callibaetis sp.
Epeorus albertae
Ephemeralla inermis/infrequens

Paraleptophlebia sp.

Plecoptera:
Calineuria californica
Capniidae
Malenka sp.
Sweltsa sp.
Zapada cinctipes
Zapada oregonensis Gr.

Trichoptera:
Dicosmoecus gilvipes
Gumaga sp.
Heteroplectron californicum
Hydropsyche sp.
Hydroptila sp
Hydroptilidae
Lepidostoma sp.
Micrasema sp.
Oecetis sp.
Polycentropus sp.
Rhyacophila brunnea Gr.
Rhyacophila hyalinatas Gr.

Coleoptera:
Dytiscidae
Eubrianax edwardsi
Optioservus sp.
Ordobrevia nubifera
Zaitzeva sp.

Megaloptera:
Corydalidae

Odonata:
Argia sp.
Coenagrionidae
Enallagmna/Ishnura sp.
Octogomphus sp.

Hemiptera:
Corixidae
Veliidae

Diptera:
Brachycera sp.
Ceratopogonidae
Dixa sp.
Empididae
Ephydridae
Forcipomyiinae
Limonia sp.
Hemerodromia sp.
Meringodixa sp.
Simuliidae
Tipulidae

Chironomidae:
Apedilum sp.
Chironomidae (pupae) 
Cricotopus sp.
Cricotopus nostococladius
Eukiefferiella sp.
Microtendipes sp.
Parametriocnemus sp.
Procladius sp.
Psectrocladius sp.
Pseudochironomus sp.
Rheocricotopus sp.
Rheotanytarsus sp.
Tanytarsus sp.
Thienemannimyia sp.
Tvetenia sp.

Samples were collected in erosional, detrital, and margin habitat found at FRED on September 23, 1992 (Aquatic
Biology Associates 1992).
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Appendix Z -
Standards and Guidelines for

Special Status Species including
Survey and Manage, Protection

Buffer and Special Interest Species

Management of Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive
Species.

Management of these species would be in accordance with applicable federal laws and
regulations and Bureau policy.  This includes the Endangered Species Act, Migratory
Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Acts as well as BLM Manual
section 6840.

Survey and Manage/ Protection Buffer Species

The Northwest Forest Plan’s (NWFP) Record of Decision (ROD) (USDA 1994a)
established the Survey and Manage and Protection Buffer programs in order to ensure
the viability of certain rare and locally endemic species within the range of the northern
spotted owl.  The Survey and manage ROD of January 2001(USDA 2001) amended the
NWFP ROD and revamped the Protection Buffer and Survey and Manage species
management direction. The Protection Buffer species category was eliminated and those
species were incorporated into the new Survey and Manage species direction. The
designation of the Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument (CSNM) nullifies the
application of the Northwest Forest Plan and all Survey and Manage guidelines for the
Monument lands.  However, in order to help ensure the health and viability of these rare
and locally endemic species in the Monument, a sub-set of the Survey and Manage ROD
provisions have been incorporated into all of the action alternatives for the Monument
Resource Management Plan.  Pursuant to implementation of the NWFP ROD, and the
Survey and Manage ROD, interagency survey protocols and management
recommendations have been developed for  some of the Survey and Manage species,
and are currently being developed for the rest. The protocols and recommendations are
evolving documents.  The most recent, current, official survey protocols and
management recommendations would be applied to projects in the Monument for
selected species.  The Survey and Manage provisions from the NWFP ROD that would
be incorporated into the action alternatives are described below.  The set of provisions
that would be applied would be identical across all action alternatives.

Provision for each species would be directed to the range of that species and the
particular habitats that it is known to occupy.

The standards and guidelines contains 6 strategies, and each survey and manage species
is placed into one of the six.  There are twelve terrestrial Survey and Manage species
known or suspected to occur in the Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument.  Three
species are terrestrial mollusks (slugs and snails).  The great gray owl is now a survey



226

Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument - Draft Resource Management Plan/EIS

and manage species.  Eight are vascular plants, lichens, mosses, liverworts, or fungi, and
their strategies are outlined below.  The strategy(s) assigned to any species is subject to
change.   Any future policy, regulation or guideline change coming from the Regional
Ecosystem Office that enhances the protection of these species would be incorporated
into the management of the Monument.

Survey and Manage Strategies for Terrestrial Wildlife in
the Monument

Great Gray Owl
This is a category C species.  The management direction for this species in the
Monument would be to :
1)  Manage high priority sites so as to maintain their suitability for the species.  High
priority sites would be identified based on the most current interagency criteria for
making such a determination.  This criteria has not yet been developed for this species.
In the absence of such criteria and subsequent determination of high and low priority
sites, all known sites would be managed so as to maintain their suitability for the
species.

Specific protection measures for the Great Gray Owl include the following:
• provide a no-commercial harvest buffer of 300 feet around meadows and natural

openings
• establish 1/4-mile protection zones around known nest sites
• implement the standardized interagency survey protocol (including any future

modifications) prior to design of ground disturbing activities
• protect all future discovered nest sites as previously described
• incorporate any future interagency Management Recommendations for this species

into the management of the Monument.

2) Perform pre-disturbance surveys using the most current interagency survey protocol.
Surveys would be completed within the habitat types or vegetation communities
associated with the species, and the information gathered from the surveys would be
used to establish managed sites for the species.  These surveys would  precede the
design of all activities with a high potential to adversely affect the species or it’s habitat.

3) Perform strategic surveys in the Monument if the interagency Great Gray Owl Taxa
Team and or the REO determine that such surveys are necessary in the area.
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Terrestrial Mollusks

The table AZ-1 displayes the status of the special status terresteial mollusks in the Monument.

Table AZ-1  Special Status Terrestrial Mollusks known or suspected in the CSNM. 

Species Status Presence

Helminthoglypta hertleini (land
snail)

S&M Category   (B4) Suspected

Monadenia Chaceana (land
snail)

S&M Category  (B4) Probable

Trilobopsis tehemana (land snail) S&M Category   A Suspected

Trilobopsis tehemana (land snail)

This is a Survey and Manage category A species.   The management direction for this
species in the Monument would be to:

1) Manage all known sites so as to maintain their suitability for the species.
Management of known sites would follow the most current interagency Management
Recommendations for this species.

2) Perform pre-disturbance surveys using the most current interagency survey protocol.
Surveys would be completed within the habitat types or vegetation communities
associated with the species, and the information gathered from the surveys would be
used to establish managed sites for the species.  These surveys would  precede the
design of all ground disturbing activities.

3) Perform strategic surveys in the Monument if the interagency Mollusk Taxa Team and
or the REO determine that such surveys are necessary in the area.

Helminthoglypta hertleini and Monadenia chaceana (land snails)

These are Survey and Manage category B (foot note 4) species.  The management
direction for these species in the Monument would be to:

1) Manage all known sites so as to maintain their suitability for the species.
Management of known sites would follow the most current interagency Management
Recommendations for these species.

2) Perform pre-disturbance surveys using the most current interagency survey protocol.
Surveys would be completed within the habitat types or vegetation communities
associated with the species, and the information gathered from the surveys would be
used to establish managed sites for the species.  These surveys would  precede the
design of all ground disturbing activities.

3) Perform strategic surveys in the Monument if the interagency Mollusk Taxa Team and
or the REO determine that such surveys are necessary in the area.
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Survey and Manage Strategies Plants, Lichens and Fungi.

Following the Northwest Forest Plan, areas in the Monument were surveyed from 1997-
1999 for survey & manage plants, lichens and fungi.  Eight species were documented to
occur (table AZ-2), although surveys were limited to conifer dominated communities in
the northern portion of the Monument, especially later successional communities.
Several of these species are also now Bureau Special Status species (Sensitive,
Assessment and Tracking) and will be managed accordingly.  Below are the strategies to
be used for Survey & Manage Plants, lichens and fungi documented for Cascade
Siskiyou National Monument.

Category A.  Survey and Protect
All species in this category are also Bureau Special Status species (BSSS) and will be
managed accordingly.  Bureau 6840 policy requires that Bureau actions will not
contribute to the need to list any of these species.  Surveys prior to implementation of
ground disturbance will be done for any of these species.  Surveys will occur in habitats
that are considered likely to support these species.  These surveys will be conducted at a
scale and timing most appropriate to the species biology, as determined by the Agency
Botanist. Multi-species surveys would be used wherever they would be most efficient.
To the degree possible, surveys would be designed to minimize the number of site visits
needed to acquire credible information, which for most species is a single visit during
the growing, flowering or fruiting period, depending on the taxa.  Protection or
mitigation of the activity to maintain population viability will likely be the most
common management measure.  Actions to maintain or enhance habitat are allowed,
and may be required to maintain the viability of BSSS species through time.  Listing and
delisting of species will follow the established BLM BSSS list process which tiers to the
Oregon Natural Hertitage Program listing process.  New species will be managed
accordingly.

Category B.  Manage known sites
All existing species in this category in the monument will be managed to maintain
viability of the existing populations, even though individual plant or fungus species
could be affected. Activities in occupied habitat will be allowed only if the viability of
the documented population is maintained.  Surveys to locate additional sites prior to
ground disturbing activities are not required, however efforts to relocate the
documented site (relocation surveys) may need to occur prior to implementation of the
activity.  In many cases, the appropriate management action will be protection of
relatively small sites, on the order of tens of acres.  Management actions in occupied
habitat that would maintain or enhance habitat for these species are allowed, based on
the professional judgement of the Botanist, existing protocols, and existing information.
New sites found in the future will also be managed.
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Table AZ-2.  Survey and Manage Plants, Lichens and Fungi Found within the CSNM

Species Taxa Group CSNM
Category* 

TNC Rank**

Bondarzewia mesenterica fungus A G3/S1

Cypripedium fasciculatum vascular
plant

A G3G4/S2

Cypripedium montanum vascular
plant

A G4G5/S4 

Dendriscocaulon intricatulum lichen B NR

Phlogiotis helvelloides fungus B NR

Pithya vulgaris fungus B G4/S1

Plectania milleri fungus B G1/S1

Sarcosphaera eximia fungus 1 NR

*Management Categories
Category A = Surveys and Protect 
Category B = Manage known sites

**TNC (The Nature Conservancy) Ranks
G = Global rank S = State rank NR = Not Ranked
1 = Critically imperiled because of extreme rarity or because it is somehow especially vulnerable to extinction or extirpation.
2 = Imperiled because of rarity or because other factors demonstrably make it very vulnerable to extinction (extirpation).

3 = Rare, uncommon or threatened but not immediately imperiled.
4 = Not rare and apparently secure but with cause for long-term concern. 5 = Demonstrably widespread, abundant, and secure.

Special Interest Species

Special interest species in the Monument include deer and elk.  The Big Game
Management Emphasis Areas established in the NWFP ROD and discussed in the
wildlife section in Chapter 2 of this document would be retained as part of the
management direction for the monument.
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